Darwin shared the current belief of the society he lived in
that everything in the world was arranged without rough
jolts and shocks, and that everything proceeded, and would
continue to proceed, "as it is doing now." Both friends
repeated the statement of the'idealist philosopher Leibnitz:
"nature does not leap"; and the impress of this fallacy was
left on The Principles of Geology and also on that great book
The Origin of Species.
No, not everything-written by Darwin is as infallible as
the multiplication table, not by a long way.
That the interconnections in the living world are far
more complex than straight-line "struggle" is obvious truth
to present-day science.
Lysenko, therefore, has all grounds for insisting that all
the antagonisms between organisms should not be thrown
into one heap. Of course, there are antagonisms between
individuals in the same species; if this were not so the spe-
cies would stagnate, they would not develop. These antago-
nisms must be studied; but they must not be confused with
the antagonisms between species. Surely, the antagonism,
between hares and wolves ought to be distinguished from the
disagreements among the hares themselves!
It is beyond doubt that the facts adduced by Lysenko^
we would even say whole spheres of facts, are compelling
Darwinist theoreticians to re-examine many questions con-
cerning the place and role of "struggle" in the living world.
It is beyond dispute that overpopulation is far more rare
in the living world than examples showing "geometrical pro-
gression" would lead one to suppose. The millions of fish
spawn and seeds from trees barely suffice to maintain the
previous numbers of their species. The old naturalists Wallace
and Bates, who travelled in the tropics in Darwin's time,
noted that it was much easier for them to find ten new spe-
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